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COURTROOM PROCEEDINGS

The court met in its courtroom at 10:00 A.M.  Present: Honorable Steven
M. Vartabedian, Acting Presiding Justice; Honorable Rebecca A.
Wiseman, Associate Justice; Honorable Herbert I. Levy, Associate
Justice; and Eve Sproule, Court Administrator/Clerk, by Anthony Lauria,
Deputy Clerk.

F29016) Brooks, etc. v. County of Fresno
F29572)

Cause called and argued by William McNeill, Esq., counsel for
appellant and by Mart B. Oller IV, Esq., counsel for respondent.

Cause ordered submitted.

Court recessed until Friday, March 10, 2000 at 1:30 P.M.

The court reconvened in its courtroom at 1:30 P.M.  Present:
Honorable Steven M. Vartabedian, Acting Presiding Justice;
Honorable Rebecca A. Wiseman, Associate Justice; Honorable
Herbert I. Levy, Associate Justice; and Eve Sproule, Court
Administrator/Clerk, by Robert Abilez, Deputy Clerk.

F026587 People v. Vichitvongsa et al.
Cause called and argued by Michael Satris, Esq., counsel for

appellant Ket Vichitvongsa and by Dale Dombkowski, Esq., counsel
for appellant Songsathith Thongthipvoravong and by Gregory
Marshall, Esq., counsel for appellant Keung Vanh and by George M.
Hendrickson, Deputy Attorney General, counsel for respondent.

Cause ordered submitted.

F033349 Estate of Rudy Bonzi
Cause called and argued by Dennis M. Mullen, Esq., counsel for

appellant Lynda Clark Bonzi and by Kenneth Mello, Esq., counsel for
respondent Estate of Rudy Bonzi and by Douglas L. Neibauer, Esq.,
counsel for respondent James Bonzi.

Cause ordered submitted.

Court recessed until Tuesday, March 14, 2000 at 10:00 A..M.
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F032349 People v. Lopez
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F031843 People v. Parker
F034705 In re Robert Harold Parker On Habeas Corpus

Appellant’s petition for rehearing filed herein is denied.

F031640 People v. Canez
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F032668 People v. Hall
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F032288 People v. Smith
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F030898 People v. Araujo
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F032198 People v. Mord
The judgment is affirmed.  Kalashian, Pro Tem J.

We concur:  Dibiaso, Acting P.J.;  Harris, J

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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F033684 In re Brittany G., et al., Minors
The judgment is affirmed. Harris, J.

We concur: Ardaiz, P.J.; Levy, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F032854 People v. Jordan, Jr.
The judgment is reversed and Jordan’s plea is set aside.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F032666 Peole v. Lopez
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F032434 People v. Gracia
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F032381 In re Michael H., a Minor
Appellant’s petition for rehearing filed herein is denied.

F031560 People v. Howard
The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F032308 People v. Sterns
Counsel having failed to request oral argument in the above-

entitled case, oral argument is deemed waived in accordance with the
provisions of a notice heretofore mailed to counsel and the cause is
submitted.
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F035033 Vevea v. Dickerson
Appellant having failed to deposit the statutory filing fee of

$265.00 as required by rules 1 and 10, California Rules of Court, IT IS
HEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is
dismissed.


